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or THE 
JEWISH DOCTRINE 


OF THE 


RESURRECTION of the DEAD. 


HE Reſurrection of the Dead is an 
Article of Faith among the modern 


Jews, as well as Chriſtians. It 1s 
the Subject-matter of the thirteenth, or laſt 
Article of that famous Jewiſh Creed which 
was drawn up by Matmonides, who died 
about the Year of our Lord 1204; and 
which has been ſo approved of by the Jews, 
as commonly to be placed in their Prayer- 

A 2 books, 


44 
books, for the Inſtruction of all among 
them“. 


Theſe Articles of their Faith the Jews 
however ſuppoſe to have been much more 
ancient than the Time of Mai moni des, 
and indeed to have been delivered down to 
them from Moſes, though firſt brought into 
this form by that Rabbi: and certainly 
this Doctrine of the Reſurrection of the 
Dead was earlier among them than the 
Time of our Lord, which is all the Anti- 
quity of it 1 have any Occaſion to take no- 
tice of in theſe Papers. This appears from 
ſeveral Paſſages of the New Teſtament : 
* I know,” ſaid Martha, ſpeaking to Jeſus 
concerning her Brother Lazarus, © I know 
„ that he ſhall riſe again in the Reſurrec- 
© tion of the laſt Day,” John xi. 24. 80 
St. Paul, an{wering the Accuſations brought 
againſt him by the Jews before Felix, who 
had been for many Years a Judge unto 

* Vide Buxtorfi Syn. Jud. p. 14, 15. et Daſſovii Narra- 


tiunculam de libris Judzorum Diatr. ſuz de Reſurr. Mort. 
premiſſam. | 


+ The Year of the Death of Maimonides is ſaid to be 
1104 in Buxtorf, but that is evidently a Miſtake, (perhaps 


of the Preſs,) the Year 4964 of the Creation anſwering the 
Year of our Lord 1204, not 1104. 
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that Nation, affirmed to him that this was 
the general Doctrine of that People, and 
that in the Preſence of many of the Chief 
of them, This I confeſs unto thee, that 
« after the Way which they call Hereſy, 
* ſo worſhip I the God of my Fathers, be- 
lieving all Things which are written in 
„ the Law and the Prophets, and have 
% Hope towards God, which hey themſelves 
e alſo allow, that there ſhall be a Reſurrec- 
tion of the Dead, both of the Juſt and 
« Unjuſt,” Acts xxiv. 14, 15. Even the 
Account that the Evangeliſts give us * of 
the Difficulty propoſed by the Sadducees to 
our Lord, which they thought a great Ob- 
jection to the Doctrine of the Reſurrection 
— Whoſe that woman ſhould be, when the Dead 
aroſe, who had married ſeven Brethren, and 
had no Children by any of them, ſhews that it 
was not an Objection propoſed to a novel 
Doctrine of our Lord, but the applying to 
him to ſolve a Difficulty, which had occaſioned 
them in part to think differently from the 
Reſt of their Nation, as he appeared among 
them in the Character of a greak, Prophet. 
The Woman of Samaria applied to Jeſus, in 


* Mark xii. Luke xx, 
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like Manner, to decide a Controverſy of long 
ſtanding between the Samaritans and the 


Jews. 


In perfect conformity to this Account, of 
the Antiquity of the Doctrine of the Reſur- 

rection of the Dead among the Jews, we find 
an old Jewiſh Writer repreſenting ſome an- 
cient Martyrs of his Nation, as comforting 
themſelves in their Agonies with the Hope 
of a Reſurrection: © And when he was at 
the laſt Gaſp, he ſaid, Thou like a Fury 
s takeſt us out of this preſent Life, but the 
“King of the World all raiſe us up, who 
* have died for his Laws, unto everlaſting 
Life,“ 2 Macc. vu. 9. Again a Third, 
putting out his Tongue, and holding forth 
his Hands, ſaid, © Theſe I had from Hea- 
ven, and for his Laws I deſpiſe them, and 
from him I hope to receive them again,” 
ver. 11. Again he tells us that Another, 
when he was ready to die, ſaid, It is good, 
* being put to death by Men, to look for 
« Hope from God, to be raiſed up again by 
« him: as for thee,” ſpeaking to the King, 
* thou ſhalt have no Reſurrection to Life,” 
ver. 14. This ſame Author repreſents the 
Mother of theſe young Heroes as preaching 


the 


We 


the ſame Doctrine to the laſt of her Children, 


2 Macc. vii. 23 ; and mentions the obtaining 
the ſame Belief among the Jews, before the 
Time of our Lord, in other Parts of his 
Hiſtory #. Now this Writer, though he is 
not admitted to be an inſpired Jewiſh Au- 


thor, is acknowledged to be a very ancient 
one. 


But though the Reſurrection of the Dead is 
a Doctrine, in which the Jews of all Ages have 
almoſt univerſally agreed, yet they are far from 
being agreed as to the Subjects of it; or who 
they ſhall be of the Dead that ſhall ariſe. 
The Curious that will take the Pains to ex- 
amine that Book concerning the Reſurrection 
of the Dead, which was publiſhed at Anſter- 
dam in the Year 1636, by Menaſſeb Ben Iſrael, 
an eminent Jew of that City; or that of Daſ- 
ſouius, a later German Writer, on the ſame 
ſubject ; will find very great Differences among 
them. In one Point however they all agree, 
that is, in ſuppoſing the Reſurrection ſhall 
not extend to all dead Men, contrary to 
the Opinion that obtains in the Chniſtian 
World. 


* 2 Macc, xii, 43. and Ch. xiv. 46. 
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13 
Some of the Jewiſh Writers have ſuppoſed 
that only the Juſt of the Jewiſh Nation ſhall 
ariſe : the famous Rabbi David Kimchi is 
ſaid to have been of this Opinion, with 
| ſeveral others, who have thought, it ſeems, 
that it was the Doctrine of ſome of their 
elder Writers *. Rabbi Bechai, on the con- 
trary, thought that the Wicked as well as 
the Good were to ariſe, but he reſtrains how- 
ever the Reſurrection to Mraelites, and makes 
it a Prerogative of that Nation +: Paſſages 
are cited out of their ancient Writers in ſup- 
port of this alſo f. Some others among 


whom is the great Maimonides, differ from 


both theſe Claſſes, as they do not abſolutely 
exclude the Gentiles from the Reſurrection, 
but ſuppoſe that ſome Good People among 
them ſhall partake of this Honour ; among 
theſe good People Mai monides reckons Plato 
and Socrates, and ſuppoſes that they, and 
ſuch as they, ſhould by no means be loſt in 
the Grave]: ſome ſayings of more remote 
Antiquity among the Jews are cited in ſup- 
port of this too. This laſt Opinion is em- 
braced by Menaſſeb himſelf, who expreſſes 


* Vide Men. Ben-Iſr. p. 177. + Vide Buxt. Syn. Jud. 
p. JI——33- t Men, Ben, Ifr. p. 178. || Men. Ben- 


Iſr. p. 183—186. 
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himſelf on the Point in very comprehenſive 
Terms. Theſe are great Differences; their 
Agreement then in ſuppoſing that the Reſur- 
rection is not abſolutely nie ral, and that 
it by no means extends to every Individual of 
the Human Species, is ſo much the more re- 
markable. In this however they, I think, 
who admit the Reſurrection do in fact agree, 
at leaſt the contrary doth by no means ap- 
pear, in the numerous Citations from the Jew- 
iſh Writers which are exhibited in thoſe two 
Books I have been mentioning, Menaſſeb Ben- 
Iſrael and Daſſovius. 


The Spirit of Complaiſance which ap- 


pears in this Book of Ben-1ſrae! towards the 
Chriſtians, with whom he ſeems to have 
had great Connections, and to whom, it may 
be imagined, he was under no inconſidera- 
ble Obligations, might, very poſſibly, lead 
him to expreſs a more extenſive Hope con- 
cerning thoſe that were not Jews, and to 
ſpeak in more general Terms than I have 
any where elſe obſerved in any Author of 
that Nation: not confining the Reſurrection 
of the Gentiles to. ſuch extraordinary Per- 
ſons as Socrates, &c, with Maimonides ; but 
ſuppoſing it to be extremely probable that 

all 
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ell Nations were to riſe equally with ae 
ztes : even that the Wicked among them 
ſhould ariſe as well as the Good. To do all 
this, he viſibly explains away ſome Paſſages 
of old Authors of his Nation; yet never- 
theleſs he no where ſays he thought the Ex- 
tent of the Reſurrection abſolutely unlimited— 
He affirms the contrary—And therefore, we 
muſt believe, ſaw ſome Difficulties in the 
Way of a Jeu's embracing the Doctrine 
that obtained among the Chriſtians of Hol- 
land, concerning the abſolute Univerſality of 
the Reſurrection, which could not be got over. 


The Collections of Ben-1/-ael and Daſſo- 
vius are very curious in their kind, but they 
will neither of them determine, with ſuffi- 
cient Preciſion and Clearneſs, what was the 
Opinion of the Jews of the Time of our Lord 
as to the Extent of the Reſurrection. Kim- 
chi, Bechai, and Maimonides, who were near- 
ly Contemporaries, being all of them alive, 
it ſeems, in the Zhirteenth Century*, were 

Men 

* Maimenide: dying in 1204 ; Kimchi being alive in A. M. 
4992, that is in the Year of our Lord 1232, a decrepit Old 
Man, according to Bartoloccius in his Account of the Life of 


Kimchi; and Bechai writing about the Year of the World 


505 1, the Year of our Lord 1291, according to Gagnipr, in 
his 
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„ 
Men of Eminence in their Way, but thought 
differently concerning the Subjects of the 
Reſurrection; they could not but be ac- 
quainted with the Writings of the Older 
Doctors of their Nation, and in fact ſeve- 
ral Citations are produced from their more 
ancient Books, but unhappily in Proof of 
oppoſite Sentiments ; if they could not de- 
termine what was really the Senſe of the 
Jewiſh People in former Times, how ſhall 
we? Yet, difficult as it may ſeem, the Doc- 
trine of the Jews in the Time of our Lord 
may, I believe, be pretty nearly come at, 
and that in the moſt effectual Manner for 


our Purpoſe, by comparing the different O- 


pinions of the modern Jews with the Hints 
St. Paul gives us of the Sentiments of thoſe 
in his Time: St. Paul, who certainly was 
a Maſter of the Subject, being educated at 
Jeruſalem, brought up at the Feet of a 
moſt eminent Phariſee, and poſſeſſed of all 
the Jewiſh Learning at that Time. To 
which we are to add, that in explaining Paſ- 


ſages of St. Paul, referring to the Opinions 


of the Jews of his Time, no Accounts can 
poſſibly be more authentic and deciſive, than 


his Collection of Teſtimonies, &c, relating to Joſephus Ben 
Corion, and prefixed to his Edition of that Author. 
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what he has bmſelf told us concerning thoſe 
matters. 


Reducing then the Sentiments of the 
more modern Jews, which lay in a good deal 
of Confuſion in Menaſſeb Ben-Iſrael and 
Daſſevius, and eſpecially in the laſt, into the 
Order in which I placed them in a preceding 
Paragraph, let us compare them with what St. 
Paul has ſaid. The Opinions of the Jewiſh 
Doctors may be reduced, it is to be remem- 
bered, to theſe three The Reſurrection of 
the Juſt Jews only The Reſurrection of the 
Unjuſt as well as the Juſt, but of that ſingle 
Nation—The Reſurrection of the Jews with 
ſome Gentiles that were eminent in their 
Generation for Piety. The firſt Opinion, 
though embraced by David Kimchi, and ſup- 
poſed by him to be the Doctrine of ſome of 
their Older Writers, certainly was not the 
Belief of the ſews of the Age of our Lord, 
for St. Paul, in his Defence of himſelf be- 
fore Felix, ſays, © This I confeſs unto thee, 
* that after the Way they call Hereſy, ſo 
« worſhip I the God of my Fathers, believ- 
ing all things which are written in the 
Law and the Prophets, and have Hope to- 
** wards God, which they themſelves alſo allow, 

ce that 


L 1 
« that there ſhall be a Reſurrection of the 
« Dead, both of the Juſt and Unjuſt, Acts 
Xxiv. 14, 15. On the other Hand, it is, I 
think, ſufficiently clear, that the Doctrine of 
the Jews of that Age limited and reſtrained 
the Privilege of the Reſurrection to their 
Nation, in the Apprehenſion of St. Paul: 
« I have great Heavineſs and continual Sor- 
row in my Heart—for my Brethren, my 
« Kinſmen' according to the Fleſh ; who are 
Iſraelites, to whom pertaineth the Adoption, 
and the Glory, and the Covenants, and 
« the giving the Law, and the Service 
« of God, and the Promiſes; whoſe are 
e the Fathers, &c.” Rom. ix. 2— 5. 
The Expoſitions of ſome Commentators, 
eminent Commentators, may very poſſibly be 
different, but if we allow that the Apoſtle 1 
himſelf muſt be his own beſt Interpreter, he 1 
muſt mean by the Adoption, the Reſurrection 4 
from the Dead: for he uſes this very Word 
juſt before in that Senſe. And not only 
« they, but ourſelves alſo, which have the 
e firſt Fruits of the Spirit, even we our- 
« ſelves groan within ourſelves, waiting for 


Chap. viii. 23. 


c c the 
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the Adoption, ro wir, the Redemption 
* of our Body,” its being recovered, that is, 
from the Power of the Grave, and raiſed to 
Life again. Now if this be a true Explana- 
tion of that Clauſe, St. Paul ſuppoſes that 
the Jews underſtood the Reſurreetion from 
the Dead to be the Prerogative of their Na- 
tion; if he doth not himſelf ſuppoſe, that in 
fact it had been, until the Time of our 
Lord, an Honour appropriated to them. 
The general Opinion of the Jews then of the 
Age of St. Paul, ſo far as he underſtood it, 


and he certainly could not be a Stranger to 


it, was the Medium between that which is 
aſcribed to Kimchi—that only the prous Hrael- 
ztes ſhould ariſe, and the Opinion of Mai- 
monides—that the virtuous Gentiles ſhould 
partake of the Reſurrection : for they ſup- 
poſed the Unjuſt as well as the Juſt ſhould 
ariſe, but they limited this Hope to Iſrael. 


It appears then that R. Bechai has given 
us the trueſt Account of the ancient Jewiſh 
Doctrine. And it may not be diſagreeable to 
remark here, that he has given us an Enu- 
meration of the Prerogati ves of Iſrael, very 
much reſembling that of St. Paul in the th 
to the Romans; which may ſerve to con- 


firm 
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firm the preceding Explanation of the Word 
Adoption, if not to determine, with more 
Preciſion than is wont to appear in Com- 
mentators, the Meaning of the other Terms 
made uſe of by the Apoſtle. © There are 
« four ſpecial Honours,” ſays Bechai, in 
his Book entitled The Barrel of Meal *, 
« which God hath not granted to other Na- 
« tions, namely, the Land of Canaan, the 
% Law, Prophecy, and the Reſurrection of the 
« Dead;” which he repeats in another Place, 


_ ſaying, © There are four Things of which no 


Nation hath been thought worthy, except 
« Iſrael, Prophecy, the Law, the Land of 
* Iſrael, and the raiſing of the Dead to Life+.” 


Joſephus is as obſcure upon this Point, as 
St. Paul is clear and determinate. Some of 
the Learned have remarked, that he has even 
expreſſed himſelf in ſuch a Manner, as might 
lead his Readers to imagine that the Phariſees 
believed rather a Tranſmigration of Souls, than 
a proper Reſurrection t; we are not then to 
expect any thing very clear and preciſe from 
bim with reſpect to the Subjects of the Reſur- 


»A Title in the Eafern Taſte, alluding to 1 Kin. xvii. 14. 
+ Vide Buxtorfi Syn. Jud. p. 31, 32. 
} See Dr. Lardner's Credib. B. 1. Ch. 4. 51. 
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1 
rection, when he ſpeaks ſo obſcurely about 
the Reſurrection itſelf: and it is to be 
imagined, that that Solicitude of his to make 
the Opinions and Practices of that Nation, 
by his manner of repreſenting them, in thoſe 


Writings that were deſigned for the Peruſal 


of the unbelieving Gentiles, as little excep- 
tionable to them as poſſible, (which appears 
in various Inſtances, and has been very par- 
ticularly remarked by the Curious“, ) would 
lead him to ſpeak very zenderly, or rather very 
obſcurely, about the Subjects of the Reſurrec- 
tion, f the Phariſees believed it to be a Pre- 
rogative of their Nation, as we learn from St. 
Paul that they did. His Obſcurity then by 
no means weakens the Account that has been 
given by the Apoſtle, conformable to that of 
Rabbi Becbai, it rather confirms it, as it 
ſhews that, ſuppoſing the Apoſtle's Account 
to have been the real Sentiment of the Pha- 
riſees, the Views of Joſephus muſt have in- 
duced him to repreſent their Doctrine zu/t 
as he does, that is, a Reſurrection of the 
Virtuous in general Terms, and the periſhing 
of the Reft in the Grave, without any farther 
Explanation. By this means he avoided ſay- 


* Vide Obſervationes Alberti Alberthomæ in Præf. Op, 
Joſephi, Ed. Haverc. 
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ing any thing concerning the Conſequences of 


practiſing the religious Rites of the Gentiles, 
which the Jews conſidercd as idolatrous, and 
conſequently, very contrary to true Virtue; or of 
thenon-obſervation of the Law of Moſes, which 
they might and did ſuppoſe to be very import- 
ant, as appears not only from the New-Teſta- 
ment, but from the Account Joſephus himſelf 
gives of the Converſation of Eleazar, a Gali- 
Izan Jew, with Izates King of the Adiabenians, 
by which that Prince was induced to ſubmit to 
Circumciſion, which Eleazar Toſephus repre- 
ſents as a Perſon extremely well ſkilled in the 


Knowledge of the religious Sentiments of his 


Nation. Here a little tranſpires of what we 
know, from other Sources, the jews thought, 
for the moſt cautious Perſon cannot be always 
upon his Guard; when he was fo, he certainly 
took the beſt Meaſures a Man could do, toavoid 
the Invidiouſneſs of limiting the Privilege of 
the Reſurrection to the Jews, by only ſaying 
in general terms, that the Phariſees believed the 
Souls of the Virtuous aLoxe entered intoother 


Bodies; whereas the Souls of the Wicked were 


kept in an eternal Priſon : which general 
Term—the Y:rtucus, did not apparently make 
any Diſcrimination betwixt Jews and Gen- 


tiles, or convey to the Minds of thoſe that 
| Were 
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were not Jews any thing like a Prerogative of 
that Nation. Amidſt all this Obſcurity one 
thing o/c Phus plainly affirms, that the Re- 
ſurrection is not to be univerſal, and I think, 
when attentively conſidered, we may, amidſt 
all this Diſguiſe, ſee the Doctrine of the Pre- 
rogatives of the Jewiſh People—Thoſe that 
obſerved not the Law are wicked ; the Cir- 
cumciſed Virtuous. 


But, to go on, if the ancient Jews eſteemed 
the Reſurrection of the Body a great Privi- 
lege, and as ſuch made it a Prerogative of 
their Nation, they did not however imagine 
that this Revival of the Body was neceſlary to 
the Conſciouſneſs of the Soul, and conſequently 
neceſſary to the Participation of Pleaſure or 
of Pain; nor did they ſuppoſe the Souls of 
the Gentiles were not poſſeſſed of this Con- 
ſeroufneſs after Death. Foſephus, however 
obſcure he 1s with reſpect to the Subjects. 
of the Reſurrection, ſpeaks here with the 
utmoſt Determinateneſs. It is their Be- 
e lief,“ ſays he in his Antiquities, deſcribing 
the Opinions of the Phariſees, that there 
ce is an immortal Power in Souls, and that 
« under the Earth there are Rewards and 
IR On for thoſe who in this Lite 

“ have 
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© have practiſed Virtue or Vice, and that 
to theſe there is appointed an eternal 
* Priſon, but that to the former there is a 
% Power of Reviving;” and in his Wars he 
ſays of theſe ſame Phariſees, © That they 
believe every Soul to be immortal, but that 
the Soul of the Good only paſſes into 
another Body, and the Soul of the Wicked 
« 18 puniſhed with eternal Puniſhment :” 
Such are the Accounts of Joſephus, as they are 
tranſlated by an eminent Writer *, and it is 
a juſt Repreſentation that he has given us. Now 
according to theſe Repreſentation, the an- 
cient Phariſees ſuppoſed the Soul to be im- 
mortal, or conſcious after Death; actually to feel 
Pleaſure or Pain in the ſeparate State; and that 
all Souls were poſſeſſed of this Conſciouſneſs. 


The New-Teſtament intimates the ſame 
Thing. The Parable of our Lord concerning 
the Rich Man and Lazarus, Luke xvi, is built 
upon the Suppoſition of the Conſciouſneſs of 
the Soul, and it's Suſceptibility of Pleaſure and 
Pain, in the ſeparate State; nor doth our 
Lord ſeem to ſpeak of theſe Things with the 
Air of one introducing ſomething new, but 


apparently according to the Notions that 


* See Dr. Lardner's Credib. B. 1. Ch. 4.5 1. 
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vulgarly obtained among them. St. Luke 
more directly aſcribes theſe Notions of the 
Conſciouſneſs of the Soul to the Phariſees, 
when he repreſents them as contending againſt 
the Sadducees, Acts xxiii. 9, and ſaying, If 
« a Spirit or an Angel hath ſpoken to him, 
e let us not fight againſt God.” A Spirit's 
ſpeaking Fake it's Conſciouſneſs, and the 
Word Spirit here plainly means a departed 
Soul: So when our Lord appeared to his 
Diſciples, after his Reſurrection, they were 
terrified and affrighted, ſuppoſing they had 
ſeen a Spirit“, or that the Soul of our Lord 
had appeared to them. 


Such then being the Sentiments of the 
Jewiſh Nation in the Apoſtolic Age, it 
muſt, without doubt, be of very great Uſe 
to keep them in View, when we read the 
New-Teſtament, and that not only in thoſe 
Paffages in which theſe Subjects are openly 
and directly mentioned, but in thoſe Caſes too 
where the Reference to them 1s leſs obvious 
and diſtinct; in explaining this Sort of Places, 
however, Interpreters ſeem to me to have 
often neglected theſe Conſiderations, and 


Luke xxiv. 37. 
that 


1 
that this Neglect has been attended with no 
ſmall Inconvenience. It is left to the Rea- 
der to determine, after peruſing what fol- 
lows, whether this Remark is juſt or not. 


St. Paul, ſpeaking to Timothy concerning 
our Lord Jeſus*, ſays, Who hath abol;/þ- 
« ed Death, and hath brought Life and Im- 
% mortality to Light, through the Goſpel”. 
And with what Propriety and Force might 
the Apoſtle ſay this, if we conſider that the 
Gentiles, whatever they thought of the Ex- 
iſtence and Conſciouſneſs of the Soul in the 
ſeparate State after Death, had aſſuredly 
no Notion of a Reſurrection; nor had the Jews 
for them, thinking a Reſurrection to be the 
Prerogative of their Nation, and limited to 
thoſe that were circumciſed ! Chriſt Jeſus 
then revealed ſomething really new, and that 
had been 7o that Time unknown, when he diſ- 
covered unto Men that there ſhould be no 
Difference made between the Circumciſion 
and the Uncircumciſion, and that both were 
intitled to the Reſurrection, which abol:/hes 
Death, and gives not only Life, but immorta- 


lity: the Things -the Apoſtle here ſpeaks 
of, 


* 2 Tim. i. 10. 
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This is an eaſy and a natural Interpreta- 
tion of a Paſſage, which has occaſioned a 
good deal of Embarraſſment, and led ſome 
People into ſtrange Aſſertions. I remember 
in particular to have ſeen a Diſcourſe, 
preached before a venerable Audience, 
which, by confounding the Notion of a Re- 
ſurrection to Immortal Life with the Im- 
mortality of the Soul, ſuppoſed, from theſe 
Words, that there was no Notion of a future 
State, either among Gentiles, or Jews, till 
the Time of our Lord, and that the deny- 
ing this would be, what in us hes, putting 
an End to the Goſpel, and making our Preach- 
ing vain, and the Faith of the Chriſtian 
world vain : how aſtoniſhing! The late 
Biſhop Sherlock handles the Subject in a 
very different Manner in one of his Ser- 
mons, but not to the full Satisfaction of the 
Mind. He argues with great Force, and 
in the moſt convincing Manner, that this 
Text cannot, 'with Propriety, be made Uſe 
of for the Excluſion of Arguments from 
Reaſon for a future State, ſince that would 


draw after it the Excluſion of thoſe that 


are derived from a preceding Revelation, 
which can never be allowed, fince Chriſt 
argued from thence; to which may be ad- 
ded, 


1 23 1 
ded, that it appears from Foſephus, that not 
only ſuch Concluſions might have been 
drawn from thoſe Revelations that preceded 
the Time of our Lord, but that in Fact the 
Jews had drawn them, and believed the 
Life and Immortality of the Soul in a ſeparate 
State, and a Reſurrection of the Fewiſh Dead 
to Life. The Biſhop then ſuppoſes the 
Word gulG in the Text cannot ſignify 
bringing to Light, but illuſtrating or clearing 
up. This Conſequence however by no 
means follows, ſince I have ſhewn, that 
with Reſpect to the Reſurredion of the Gen- 
tiles to Life and Immortality, Chriſt diſco— 
vered to Men ſomething that was abjo/utely 
new, Which neither Gentiles nor Jews had 
thought of. And as the Biſhop's Conclu- 
ſion, in Relation to the Meaning of the Word 
pul:Cv, is not, as he ſuppoſed, neceſſary, fo 
there is this Objection againſt it, that ſuch a 
Senſe of the Word doth not ſeem to be fo 
ſpirited and dignifying as one would imagine 
it ſhould be, in this Paſſage of the Apoſtle ; 
though I will not take upon me to ſay, as 
ſome have done, that it was a trivial Nicety, 
and beneath the Dignity of an Apoſtolic Pen, 
to compare the Evidences of a Future State 
before the Publication of the Goſpel with the 

B 4 Evidences 
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( 24 } 
Evidences which the Goſpel brings, in which 
they have glanced, as I ſuppoſe, at this Criti- 
ciſm of the Biſhop's. 


— 


Nothing in the Explanation I have given 


can, on the contrary, hinder the full Aſſent 


of the thoughtful Mind to it, that I know 


of, unleſs 1t be a Suppoſition that the Hea- 
thens themſelves had an Expectation of the 


Reſurrection of the Body. This has indeed 


been affirmed of the Agyptians. The Ab- 


bot Maſcrier, who drew up an Account of 
Egypt from ſome Papers of Monſieur Mail- 


let, a French Conſul in the Levant, and pu- 


bliſhed it at Paris in 1735, tells us that they 
were the Prieſts and Sages of AÆgypt, that 


. firſt took upon them to aſſure their Country- 


men, of their being able to direct them how 
to obtain that Immortality which 1s ſo flat- 
tering to the human Mind. This conſiſted 
in two Things: the one, the Preſerving the 
Body fo entire, as to be fit for the Inhabitation 
of the Soul, after that Period of Years in 
which the Univerſe ſhould return, preciſely, 
to the ſame Situation in which it had been 
before, which they ſuppoſed was thirty or 
forty thouſand Years ; the other, their hav- 
ing expiated their Faults, by a proper Number 
of Sacrifices offered on their Account, by 

them- 
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_ themſelves, or their Friends for them. Upon 


the exact Obſervation of theſe two Things 
they aſſured them, he tells us, that their de- 
parted Souls ſhould return into their Bodies, at 
the Accompliſhment of 'this Revolution of 
the Univerſe, ſhould remember all that paſſed 
during the Term of their firſt Lives, and 
ſhould make their Bodies as immortal as their 
Souls themfelves were. In the mean Time, 
while they were waiting for this expected 
Reſurrection, their Souls would, they told 
them, take up their abode near the Places 
where their reſpective Bodies were depoſited, 
But if the abovementioned Conditions were 
not complied with—If either there was not 
an Expiation made proportionable to their 
Faults ; or that their former Bodies were to- 
tally deſtroyed, which muſt be expected, if 
their Tombs were violated before the Time 
fixed for the Return of their Souls into them; 
all Hope of re- aſſuming their own Bodies 
would be over, and the Conſequence would 
be, that their Souls, which were naturally 
Immortal, would be obliged to animate 
firange Bodies, and in this new Habitation 
run all the ſame Riſques they had done be- 
fore. This he ſays, abſurd as the Notion is, 
was the Opinion of the ancient Ægyptians, 


which 
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which was borrowed by the Greeks, but 
altered by them into the Doctrine of the 
Metempſychoſis, or the perpetual paſſing of 
the Soul from Body to Body, according to its 
good or bad Behaviour, during the time of 
it's inhabiting the Firſt. This new Doctrine 
the Greeks were ready to aſcribe to the ÆAgypt- 
ians, but unjuſtly, according to him, it being 
evident that the Doctrine of ſuch a perpetual 
Change of Bodies, to atone for their Faults, 
by no means agreed with the well-known 
Solicitude of the Ægyptians to preſerve their 
Bodies from Deſtruction by ſo many Pre- 
cautions; or with thoſe expiatory Sacrifices 
which they ſo anxiouſly performed in Life, 
or ordered in Death; ſince, according to this 
Notion, the Tranſmigration itſelf was the 
Puniſhment of the Crimes of the Wicked, 
and the Recompence of the Virtues of the 
Good: a Scheme which the Ægyptian Prieſts 
were too ſubtile to efpouſe, it being eaſy to ſee 
what Advantages to themſelves the Prieſts 
derived from the Ægyptian Notion of Im- 
mortality—the Sacrifices neceſſary to make 
Expiation for their Faults, as well as to en- 
gage the divine Power to preſerve their 
Bodies and Tombs from being injured ; the 
enbalming theſe Bodies; and the perpetual 

Gaard- 
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Guardianſhip and care of theſe Tombs ; which 
were inexhauſtible Sources of immenſe Riches 
to them“. Such is the Account of this 
French Abbot in ſlort, which takes up near 
ſix Quarta Pages in the Original, being 


drawn up with the Prolixity and Decorations 


common to that Nation : and according to 
this Repreſentation of Things Lite and Im- 
mortality were not brought to Light to the 
Gentiles by our Lord Jeſus, ſince the Ægyp- 
tans believed a Reſurrection from the Dead 
long before his Time. For this is an Ac 
count of nothing leſs than a proper Reſur- 
rection, and is ſo called by Maſcrier himſelf, 
in direct Terms, © I will not examine whe- 


<« ther the Creation of a new Body would not 


cc be infinitely more natural than the Reſur- 
„ yeftion of an embalmed Carcaſs, out of 
« which they had torn the Entrails, and 
* poured melted Pitch into the Brain. Re- 
e ligion, in requiring the Submiſſion of 
human Reaſon, may indeed ſatisfy us 
* that one 1s as poſlible to an Almighty 
« Being who made and governs the Univerſe 
« as the other, but by this Means the Ab- 
« ſurdity of the Notion that the ancient 


bun 


* Deſcrip. de PEgypte, Let. 10. p. 45—50. 
« Egyptians 


1 
« Egyptians maintained is not to be avoided, 
« who without the help of Revelation had 
* formed the Notion of this kind of future 
% Reſurrection . If then the Ægyptians, who 
were anciently ſuch a diſtinguiſhed Part of the 
Gentile World, and the InftruFors of other 
Nations in Religion and Sciences, believed a 
Reſurrection, how could Chriſt Jeſus be ſaid 
to bring it to Light, with Reſpect to the 
Riſing of the Gentiles from the Dead, which 


J have been ſuppoſing was the Meaning of 
St, Paul? 


Two things may be ſaid, IJ apprehend, in 
anſwer to this Difficulty. In the firſt Place, 
it may be obſerved, that this affected not thoſe 
to whom St. Paul preached, or among whom 
Timothy miniſtred. They were the Inhabitants 
of Syria, of the leſſer Afia, of Greece, and of 
Italy, and perhaps of Spain ⁊, to whom St. 
Paul preached; and it was at Epbeſus that 
Timothy reſided; according to the New- Teſ- 
tament. Nor do I remember any thing like 
an authentic Account, that either the one or 


* Sans le ſecours de la Revelation avoient imagine cette 
Rẽſurrection future. p. 48. 
+ See Rom. xv. 24, 28. 


the 
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the other, diſcharged any Part of the Work 


of their Miniſtry among the Zgyptians. On 
the other hand, we know that the Greeks, ac- 


cording to, Maſcrier himſelf, did not embrace 


the Ægyptian Doctrine of a Reſurrection, what- 
ever other Notions they took from them ; 
and the very mention of the Reſurręction 
by St. Paul at Athens, a Greek City, drew 


Ridicule upon him, And when they heard 


e of a Reſurrection of the Dead ſome mock- 
« ed,” Acts xvii. 32. Now Epbeſus, with 
relation to the Inhabitants of which theſe 
Words, Who has brought Life and Immortality 
to Light, &c, are ſuppoſed to have been im- 
mediately written, (for Timothy is believed to 
have then reſided there,) as well as many 
other Cities of the leſſer Aha, had intimate 
Connexions with the Greets, and their Phi- 
loſophy flouriſhed among them. Or if we 
rather ſuppoſe the Words might refer to the 
Gentiles of that Place where St. Paul was 
when he wrote this Epiſtle, which is known 
to have been Rome, the Reſurrection of the 
Body was as much unknown there as among 
the Greeks. / Some of the Philoſophers of 
Greece and Ttaly talked of a Tranſmigration, 
but a Reſurrection of the human Body was 


not 
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not to be found in any of their Syſtems of 
Philoſophy. | 


But, Secondly, with - Relation to the 
Fgyptians themſelves, had St. Paul written 
to Timothy in Agypr, he might have ſaid the 
fame Thing to him concerning that People 
with great Propriety, though we ſuppoſe the 
Repreſentation of Maſcrier prerfectly juſt : 
for it is one Thing to imagine a dead Body 

| ſhould ariſe, and another Thing to have ut 
Grounds to believe it; one Thing for deceit- 
ful Prieſts to make the Superſtitious and Igno- 
rant fancy ſuch a Thing, and another to have 
the ſame Holy Spirit, that aſſured the Jews of a 
Reſurrection to Life, aſſure the Gentiles of it 
alſo, which was the Thought of St. Paul. 


Theſe two Conſiderations are, I think, 
perfectly ſatisfying: but a third may be add- 
ed, and that is, that it is very much to be 
queſtioned, whether the French Abbot is ex- 
act, in his Repreſentation of the Ægyptian 
Doctrine of a future Reſurrection of their 
embalmed Bodies: it is certain that in ſome 
other Points he is not the moſt accurate 
Writer in the World. I therefore very much 


doubt 


„ 


doubt the Juſtneſs of his Account, of the 


Agyptian Expectation of the Reſurrection of a 


Body embowelled and filled with Drugs ; 
and am apprehenſive, that theſe are only 
Conſequences, inconcluſively drawn, from 
Premiſſes that will not ſupport his Reaſon- 
ings, as I have never elſewhere obſerved ſuch 
an Account of the Opinions of the ancient 
Egyptians ; whereas had it been a true Re- 
preſentation of their Doctrine, it muſt, one 
would imagine, have often occurred, and par- 
ticularly in the ancient Apologiſts for Chriſ- 
tianity, who mentioned every thing they could 
think of to ſoften the Prejudices of the 
Heathens againſt the Evangelic Doctrine of 
a Reſurrection, which appeared to them ut- 
terly incredible. The Metempſychoſis of 
Pythagoras and Plato they did introduce in- 
to their Arguings, but not one Word, that I 
can remember, of the Revival of an embalmed 
Body; which Maſcrier himſelf ſuppoſes, to 
be a much more difficult Thing to believe 
than the Creation of a new One: and yet, 
according to him, the ancient Ægyptians, the 
great Maſters of the Greeks, believed it with 
great Univerſality, and made it a Part of 
their State-Religion, which Belief would, 
{urely! have been a much ftronger Prejudice 
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1 32 ] 
in their Favour than many Things they men- 
tioned *. 


And without conſulting all the old Au- 
thors that have written concerning the 
Agyptians, for the Determination of this 
Point, it may, poſſibly, be ſufficient to Re- 
mark, that Herodotus gives no ſuch Account 


Nor is the Objection to Monſeur Maillet's Notion trifling, 
which may be drawn from the State in which many Munmies are 
found when they are opened. It appearing from one that was ex- 
amined not long ſince in London, by Dr. Hadley, and ſome 
other ingenious Gentlemen, of which an Account 1s given in 
the Philoſophical Tranſactions for the year 1764, that it was 
almoſt entirely diveſted of its Fleſh, and nearly reduced to a 
mere Skeleton, before it was wrapped up in the filletting. They 
obſerve indeed that all Mummies ſeem not to have been treated 
after this Manner, from ſome Obſervations that others of the 
Curious had made upon them, yet it ſeems they frequently were 
little more than the bare Bones wrapt about with Linen, in 
ſuch a manner as to lool [ike an entire Body, and rendered ſtill 
farther agreeable to the Eye, by Paint and Ornamental Figures 
drawn on the outward Covering : now could this very imperfect 
Preſervation of the Body be ſought after, at ſuch. an Expenſe, 
from the hope of its Revival in this State ? Nor is it totally to 
be forgotten, that this Mummy is ſuppoſed to bave been taken 
out of the Royal Pyramids, where, ſurely! they would have ex- 
erted all their Art to have preſerved it in the happieſt Situation 
for it's being re-animated in their Power, if they really had ex- 
Pected a Ręſurrection of their embalmed Friends, whoſe Bodies 
were ſuſſiciently preſerved to be fit for a Re- union to the Soul. 
'This, I think, mutt be allowed not to look very favourably on 
this French Gentleman's Notion. 


11 


433 


in his Euterpe *, in which there is a very 
circumſtantial and minute Relation of the 
Opinions and Practices, as well as of the 
Hiſtory, of Agypt ; and that Herodotus is the 
oldeſt Writer of their Hiſtory we know of, 
on whom we can have any Dependence, the 
inſpired Hiſtorians of the Jewiſh Nation ex- 
cepted. Towhichisto be added, that ſome other 
Authors have given a very different Account 
from that of Maſcrier, of the Views of the 
Agyptians in embalming their Dead: Servius, 
in particular, who wrote a Commentary on 
Virgil almoſt 1400 Years ago, ſuppoſes, in a 
Note on Ain. 3. v. 67, that the Agyptians 
preſerved the Bodies of their Dead for a long 
Time, by embalming them, that the Soul 
might long continue ſuch'a Connection with 
it as not quickly to tranſmigrate into another 
Body. This ſeems to be juſt the Account 
that Herodotus gives, and perhaps was taken 
from him, for he tells us that the Agyptians 
firſt gave this Account that the Soul is N ; 
and that on the Diſſolution of the Body it 
always goes into another Kind of Animal ; 


4% that when it has paſſed through all Kinds of 


* The ſecond Book of his Hiſcory, 
. Beaſts, 
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Beaſis, Fiſhes, and Birds, it again enters into 
an human Body ; and that the paſſing through 
theſe Changes is accompliſhed in three thouſand 
Years, &c. Here is no Account of the Re- 
ſurrection of an embalmed Body, but of en- 
tering into another human Body. And what 
Maſcrier makes a Period of thirty or forty 
thouſand Years, Herodotus ſeems to ſuppoſe 
was one of three thouſand only. 


Biſhop Warburton has cited both the Paſ- 
ſage of Servius, and that of Herodotus, which 
J have been referring to, in one of his Notes 
on the fourth Book of the Divine Legation 
of Moſes demonſtrated*, and has given us 
a Criticiſm of one of his Friends on that of 
Herodotus, in which we are told, that it is 
very unnatural to ſuppoſe, that the Notion 
of Immortality and the Doctrine of Tranſ- 
migration are of .the ſame Date, and that it 
might as well be imagined that the Cycles 
and Epicycles in the old Aſtronomy were as 
old as the Knowledge of the Planet's Mo- 
tion. It may be fo, this however doth not 
at all imply their believing a Reſurrection of 


See p. 179—181, Ed. 1741. 
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the embalmed Body before their inventing 
the Doctrine of Tranſmigration, nor doth 
he drop any Inſinuation of that Kind; and 
if it did, the Doctrine of Tranſmigration 
upon the Corruption of the Body, ſhews ſuch 


an Apprehenſion was loſt by the Time of 


Herodotus, and conſequently, when our Lord 


appeared, there was no Expectation of a Re- 
ſurrection of the dead Body among any of 
the Gentiles, no not among the Ægyptiane 
themſelves, nor any thought remaining of 
their Anceſtors having had ſuch an Hope. 


If there is no Foundation for the Repre- 


\ ſentation this French Writer has given us, 


of the Belief of the ancient Æguyplians, there 
cannot be the * leaſt Pretence for an Objec- 


tion 


I have indeed very lately met with a Paſſage, in a pompous 
Volume of Roman Antiquities, publiſhed at the Hague in 
1726, in which the Author (M. A. V. N.) ſuppoſes the Greeks 
themſelves expected a Reſurrection of the Dead—tbe Greeks 
that dwelt in the neighbourhood of Epheſus, where Timothy is 
believed to have reſided, to whom this Epiltle is inſcribed. 
For quoting a Paſſage from Phocylides, an ancient Poet of 
Miletus, in his Remarks on the ſeventy-fifth Plate of this 
Collection of Antique Monuments, he tells us, © It appears by 
* this Paſſage that the Greeks” (who buried their Dead, and 
did not burn them as the Romans afterwards did,) “ conſi- 
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tion to the Explanation of the Words of St. 
Paul to Timothy which J have propoſed: but 
if, contrary to all Appearances, Maſcrier 
ſhould be more accurate in this Point than 
J imagine, the two firſt Conſiderations are 
abundantly ſufficient to relieve this Diffi- 
culty. 

This 


« dered Fire as a mercileſs Deſtroyer which conſumed all the 
&« Principles of Life in the Body, in ſuch a manner that a Body 
% which Was burned never could riſe again, which would not 
« have been the caſe if it had not been committed to the 
« Flames.” The words of Phocylides, he thinks, prove this, 
who ſtrongly recommends 4urying the Dead, in oppoſition to 
burning them, I believe therefore”, continues this Author, 


« that the Greeks perſuaded of the future Reſurrection of the 


« Dead, and impreſſed by the Notion that Burning abſolutely 
«« deſtroyed all remains of Life in the Body, abſtained for 7his 
« rea/on from that kind of Treatment of the Dead. Which 


« was alſo”, he ſays, © the Opinion of Blaſe de Vigenere, a 


« learned French Writer who tranſlated a book of Philoſtratus 
«« concerning painting”. This is really amazing: however 
well qualified this Writer might be, in other reſpects, for de- 


| cyphering theſe ancient carvings and inſcriptions, he fails 


here ſurprizingly, the Greeks hat buried their dead having 
no more hope of a Reſurrection than the Romans, who Lurned 
their's. Both ſerrowed equally without Hope (1 Theſl. iv. 13): 
the Greeks of Theſſalonica equally with the Inhabitants of 
Italy. The Words of Phocylides, as they are cited by this 
Writer, are, it muſt be owned, very ſtrong ; but ſurely a Writer 
on this ſubject ought to have known, that the Learned arg 
wehemently inclined. to diſbelicve the Genuinene/s of the Poem 

aſcribe@ 
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This truth then, That Gentiles without 
Circumciſion were to be Partakers of the Re- 
ſurrection, was brought to light by the Goſ- 
pel: but it was not zmmediately brought to 
light. It was not under the Perſonal Mini- 
ſtry of our Lord, he had many Things to 
ſay to them which they were not then able 
to bear, and for that Reaſon were not then 
di ſcloſed“; it was not brought to light when 
Cornelius ſent for St. Peter to preach to him, 
it being the pouring out the Prophetic Spirit, 
(another of the Prerogatives of the Jewiſh 
Nation according to Rabbi Bechai,) on Cor- 


aſcribed to Phocylides, and no wonder, fince the Language of 
this Paſſage is infinitely more like that of a Chriſtian, than of 
an ancient Heathen, as 1s appearent to thoſe that read the 
Tranſlation this writer gives of it. Cover with Earth thoſe 
te that lie unburied, and open not the Tombs of the Dead, 
&« leaſt thou ſhouldeſt draw the Divine diſpleaſure upon thyſelf. 
& It is a Crime to deſtroy the Harmony and Arrangement of 
„ the human Body. For we hope that the remains of the 
& Dead will ſee again the Light, and that they will then be. 
% come Gods, Our Souls ſuffer not the Corruption of our 
„% Bodies. They are the Image of God, and Heaven is their 
« Habitation. On the contrary our Bodies, formed of the 
« Ground, return to it again, and are turned to Duſt”, Is 
this the Language of an old Heathen Poet? A Man that is not 
poſſeſied of half the late Dr. Bentley's {kill in Criticiſm will 
find no difficulty in determining, whether this paſſage be 


genuine, or not, f 
* John xvi. 12. 
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nelius and his Friends, that ſeems to have 
determined St. Peter to order them to be 
baptiſed, which Solemnity, it is known, was 
conſidered as a Pledge of that Salvation + 
that Chriſtians hoped to enjoy, of whoſe 
Doctrine the R-ſurrefton of the Dead was 
one of the firſt Principles, according to 
Heb. vi. 2, and conſequently a Pledge of 
their Reſurrection, 


The attending to theſe Circumſtances will 
ſerve, I apprehend, to free another Part of the 
New-Teſtament from a Difiiculty that other- 
wiſe would be extremely intangling, that 1s, 
St. Peter's Account of the Converſion of Corne- 
lius the Roman Centurion, which he gave to 
the believing Jews at Feruſalem, when they 


reproached I with going in to Men uncir- 
cumciſed, and eating with them — < He 


* ſhewed us, fays the Apoſtle among other 
Things, © how he had ſeen an Angel 
6 in his Houſe, which ſtood and ſaid un- 
“% to him, Send Men to YToppa, and call 
« for Simon whoſe ſurname is Peter: who 
te ſhall tell thee Words, whereby thou and 


+ 1 Pet. ut, 21; 


& all 


k 302 
* all thy Houſe ſhall be sAvED, Ads xi. 


13. 14. ee 


The Character of Cornelius, before this, 
was extremely amiable, He was indeed un- 
circumciſed, but he did not practiſe the Idol. 
atries of his Countrymen, he feared God, the 
living and true God ; and was ſo well inſtruc- 
ted in Piety, and fo zealous, that a/l his Houſe 


were in like manner free from Idols; he alſo 


gave much Alms to the People, to the Jewiſh 
Nation that is; and prayed to God alway; 
Acts x. 2: yet it ſhould ſeem, notwithſtand- 
ing all this, the Knowledge of the Goſpel Was 
neceſſary to his SALVAT10N, 


In ſome former Ages this gave no great 
Pain. Men were wrought up to ſuch a 
Spirit, that they not only condemned the 
moſt virtuous of the Heathens to everlaſting 
Torments without Mercy, but their Fellow- 
Chriſtians too, who could not think accord- 
ing to their Deciſions, or would not ſubmit 
to all their Uſurpations. But the Reforma- 
tion brought in a different Temper: Hulde- 
ricus Zuinglius, one of the earlieſt of the 
Swiſs Reformers, in an Epiſtle to the French 
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40 
King Francis iſt, prefixed to a Confeſſion of 


Faith, places Socrates, Ariſtides, Numa, &c, 


with the Saints of the Old and New-Teſta- 
ment; and elſewhere ſuppoſes them to err, 
who condemn all thoſe that we call Heathens *. 


Since his Time matters have been carried 


farther—ſo far, that I have read an Apologiſt 
for Chriſtianity who affirmed, that the con- 
trary Opinion 1s of ſuch a Nature, that if the 
Religion of Jeſus really taught ſuch Doctrine, 
it would be to him a ſure Mark of Falſhood ; 
and no Miracles whateyer could make it 


credible, 


This has been ſaid, but I have no where 
ſeen a clear Explanation given of theſe Words 
of St. Peter, or rather of the Angel, which 
ſeem to be damnatory of the moſt virtuous 
Heathens who live and die ignorant of the 


| Goſpel. This is however the only Paſſage 


of the New-Teftament, I think, relating to 
this Subject, which is attended with any con- 
ſiderable Difficulty. | 


4 | 
The late Biſhop of London (,Dr. Sherlock,) 
has, like himſelf, obſerved with great Force 


_  * Vide Turret, Inſt, Theol. Loc, 1. Q. 4. 6 22. 
| and 


„ 


and Spirit, in one of his Volumes of Ser- 
mons, that the concluding from Acts x. 34, 
35, Of a truth I perceive that God is no 
* Reſpeter of Perſons: but that in every 
« Nation, he that feareth him, and work- 
eth Righteouſneſs is accepted with him,” 
that it is ſufficient to all the Purpoſes of Sal- 


vation to live according to the Principles of 


the Light of Nature, muſt be drawing a Con- 
ſequence that cannot be right, becauſe it 
would be to make Peter have a Viſion to go to 
Cornelius to ſignify juſt nothing at all; and 
that the Declaration made by the Apoſtle in 
theſe Words would amount to this, that God 
gave this virtuous Heathen a Grace which he 
did not, want. This is arguing, I think, with 
a Force that cannot eaſily be reſiſted by any 
impartial Enquirer after Truth, at leaſt it 
makes a great Impreſſion on my Mind. 


The Biſhop howeyer doth not ſhew, in 
that Sermon, how this Declaration of the 
Apoſtle may be underſtood, in ſuch a ſoften- 
ed and qualified Senſe, as not to draw after it 
this invidious Conſequence, of conſigning 
over to Hell the moſt virtuous Heathens 
that died unproſelyted to the Religion of 
Jeſus; nor yet does he ſeem to be willing 

to 
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to admit of this Rigour ; he turns the Mat- 
ter off with ſaying, that if it be aſk+d, bat 
would have become of Cornelius had he died 
moithout being made a Chriſtian ? that it would 
open a large Field of Diſcourſe, 00 long to 
be then conſidered, but that ſuppoſing he 
would have found Ref to his Soul from the 
Mercy and Goodneſs of God, it ought to be 
conſidered, and would be more to the Pur- 
poſe, what would have been the Caſe of Cor- 
nelius had he rejected the Call: how could 
he have prayed to God to guide and direct 
him after he had refuſed his Direction? This 
is indeed a Thought that deſerves the moſt 
ſerious Attention of thoſe that reject Chriſti- 
anity among us, and is ſtrongly arguing a 
Point he had in view, but doth not quite 
ſatisfy the anxious Mind, 


This Satisfaction however, if I miſtake 
not, may be derived from the received Jewiſh 
Doctrine, of the Reſurrection's not being 
univerſal; and the conſidering the Hiſtory 
of the Converſion of Cornelius in this light, 
may deliver the Minds of Men from ſuch 
Miſapprehenſions as might overthrow the 
Faith of ſome, and diſireſs many more. For 

| when 


Fa 1 


when St. Peter telleth the believing Jews at 
Jeruſalem, that the Angel that appeared to 
Cornelius comforted him, with an Aſſurance 
that Peter ſhould tell him Words whereby be 
and all his Houſe ſhould be ſaved, we are 
not neceſſarily obliged to ſuppoſe that Peter, 
or thoſe to whom he apologized for his Con- 
duct, underſtood any thing more by that 
Term, than an uncircumciſed Roman's par- 
taking, along with his Friends, of the pecu- 
liar Prerogatives of the Tas and in par- 
ticular of the Bleſſedneſs of the Reſurrection, 
which it had been before uſual to ſuppoſe, 
never were granted to any of another Nation, 
without their coming over to the Obſervation 
of all the Law of Moſes; nor indeed is it 


probable that any thing farther was intended, 
by that Word, 


The Word sAvrD doth not neceſſarily ob- 
lige us to underſtand any thing more by it in 
the firſt Place, The Words Save and Re- 
deem are uſed in the Scriptures as ſynony- 
mous Terms: ** Bleſſed be the Lord God 
i of Iſrael, for he hath viſited and redeem- 
« ed his People, and hath raiſed up an 
i Horn of Salvation for us in the Houſe of 
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[ 44 ] 
& his Servant David; as he ſpake by the 
«* Mouth of his holy Prophets, &c, that we 
4 ſhould be /aveq from our Enemies, &c,“ 
Luke i. 68—71; Anna gave Thanks like- 
wiſe to the Lord, © and ſpake of him to all 
* them that looked for Redemption in Feru- 
te ſalem, Luke ii. 38. Here Redemption 
and Salvation, redeemed and ſaved, are uſed 
as Terms of the ſame Import. Now the 
Word Redemption is evidently uſed in the 
New-Teſtament for the Reſurrection, - Wait- 
« ing for the Adoption, to wit, the Redemp- 
« tion of our Body,” Rom. viii. 23; the 
Word /aved then may be underſtood, un- 
doubtedly, in the ſame Senſe, ſaved from the 
Power of the Grave. Conſequently the Word 


Javed in St. Peter's Apology, doth not neceſſa- 


rily ſignify any thing more than this. The 
Words /aved and redeemed are uſed even in a 
lower Senſe than that of Deliverance from 


the King of Terrors, for being made free 


from the Power of common Princes, often 
in the Old-Teſtament, and /ometimes in the 


New, this Point then cannot 7u/tly be con- 
teſted. 


But 


„ 


But I go farther : the Word ſaved cannot 
with Probability be underſtood in this Paſſage 
in any other Senſe, if we either conſider the 
Diſpoſition and Character of Cornelius, or the 
Views of the Jewiſh People. 


The Account that is given us of Cornelius 
inſinuates his being under ſome Anguiſb of 
Mind, and that this heavenly Monitor was 
ſent to him in order to remove his Diſquie- 
tude. Cornelius, ſaid the Angel to him, 
« thy Prayer is heard, and thine Alms are 
* had in Remembrance in the Sight of God,” 
Acts x. 31, The Prayer then of Cornelius 
ſeems at that Time to have expreſſed Unea- 
fin'ſs and Diſtreſs on that Point, which the 
Angel was ſent to explain, by the Interven- 
tion of St. Peter, and by that Means remove 
his Anxiety. Now what were the great 
Things diſcovered to him by St. Peter's Mi- 
niſtry? They were—That God had remov- 
ed the Diſtinction betwixt Jew and Gentile, 
and that from that Time forward no Man 
was to be called common or unclean ; and that 
through the Lord Jeſus all that believe in 
him ſhould receive the Remiſſion of their 
Sins, fo as to become poſſeſſed, without ſub- 

mitting, 
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1 46] 
mitting to Circumciſion and the full Obſerva- 
tion of the Jewiſh Religion, of thoſe Privi- 


leges that had been before thought to be 


appropriated to the Jews. Theſe are the 
Things that in fact were made known to 
Cornelius by St. Peter's ceming to him, and 
about theſe Things therefore we may believe 
it was that he was anxious. 


The Character of Cornelius confirms this, 
There were doubtleſs Reaſons of conſidera- 
ble Weight that diſſuaded Cornelius from ſub- 
mitting to Circumciſion, and the giving up 
himſelf to the full Obſervation of the Law of 
Meſes. Some of theſe Reaſons might be of 
a Secular Kind, but of eonſiderable Impor- 
tance; and ſome of them might ariſe from 
the Painfulneſs of the Rite of Initiation, and 
the Troubleſomeneſs of many of the Precepts 
of that Law. But Cornelius was not one of 
thoſe that thought of nothing more than liv- 
ing in a Courſe of Philoſophical Virtue, he 
had a great Attachment to the Jewiſh Peo- 
ple, for it is ſaid © He gave much Alms to 
« the People,” that is of the Jews, as well 
as that he prayed to God alway,” Acts x: 
2, and doutleſs received great Impreſſions 

from 


18 


from the Converſation of thoſe that were 
ſkilful. in their Laws, and were revered by 
their Countrymen; had they then taught 
him the abſo/ute Neceſſity of Circumciſion to 
the obtaining Reſt to the Soul, one can hard- 
ly imagine a Perſon of the religious Cha- 
racter of Cornelius would have fo long de- 
layed becoming a Proſelyte, and continued 
in a State of Anxiety about a Matter of ſuch 
infinite Importance: it muſt ſurely have been 
about an Affair of leſs apprehended Mo- 
ment, though of conſiderable Conſequence, 
ſuch as the determining whether upon the 
whole it was mot eligible as 7o him to conti- 
nue in the State in which he then was, 
practiſing all thoſe Laws of God that were 


given to all Mankind in general, by obſerving 


which Enoch and Noah had pleaſed God, and 
the firſt of them obtained a Tranſlation into 
the World cf Bleſſedneſs of an extraordinary 
Kind ; or whether he ſhould voluntarily take 
upon himſelf the ſuperadded Burthens of the 
Law of Moſes, in order to obtain it's additional 
Privileges. A Determination, which a Viſ⸗ 
and Good Man, in the Circumſtances of Cor- 
nelius, might find himſelf a good deal perplex- 
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[ 48 ] 


ed about, and concerning which he neverthe- 


leſs could not be without Anxiety. 


To eſtabliſh this more effectually, as well 
as to argue the Improbability of underſtand- 
in the Word ſaved in the moſt important 
Meaning of it, from the Improbability of the 
Fews underſtanding St. Peter in this Senſe, 
which is another Thing I have mentioned, 
let us conſider what was the Viet in which 
the Jewiſh People, of that Time, looked 
upon the Gentiles that were Virtuous and free 


from Idolatary. If the Jews did not look up- 


on ſuch Gentiles in a State of Damnation in 
the moſt rigorous Senſe of the Word, St. Pe- 
ter could not intend that Senſe, nor could 
the Jews, to whom he was making an A- 
pology for his Conduct, ſo underſtand him, 
though later Chriſtians have, The ancient 
Jews, as we have ſeen, did not aſcribe to 
Circumciſion the Power of immortalizing 
the Soul, as Dodwell is ſaid to have done 
to Baptiſm, for they ſuppoſed all Souls ex- 
iſted after Death, and accordingly we find 
the Immortality of the Soul is not ſuppoſed, 
by them, to be a Prerogative of the Sons of 
Abrabam, but belonging in common to the 

human 


[ 49 J 
human Race; now if this be true, and it be 
admittted that they ſuppoſed them to be in 
a State of Conſciouſneſs, and to feel either 


Pleaſure or Pain, according to what has been 


before remarked in theſe Papers; it muſt have 
been a ſtrange Alienation from Mankind to 
ſuppoſe none of other Nations were in a State 
of Pleaſure, but all, Virtuous and Vicigus, in 
a State of Miſery ; and eſpecially as the giv- 
ing a Place of Reſt to the Virtuous Heatheng 
in the World of Spirits, in no wiſe hurt the 
Pride of the 1/-aelztes, ſince this might be al- 
lowed, and all the Prerogatives of that Nation 
which Rabbi Bechai enumerates remain en- 
tire the Reſurrection, the Spirit of Pro- 
phecy, the Land of Canaan, and the Law. 
It was the Goſpel's making them Fe/l;w- Heirs, 
and of the ſame Body, and Partakers of the 
Promiſe, Eph. iii. 6, equal Sharers in the 
Bleſſedneſs of the Reſurrection, and of the Spirit 
of Prophecy, that gave the great Offence to 
the Jews; the Suppoſition of their enjoying 
an inferior Degree of Happineſs, a State of 
Repoſe in the World of Spirits, could not be 
alarming to them, It is natural then to con- 
clude that they ſuppoſed Virtuous Heathens 


were in a State of Happineſs after Death, the 
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1 50 ] 
adopting the contrary Tenet would have been 
a Rigour of no manner of Uſe to them. 


But from Theory, in which we are liable 
to great Deceptions, let us proceed to Facts, 
which will confirm this Notion of the Few- 
7/þ Doctrine. Menaſſeh then aſſures us *, that 
it was a Maxim of the ancient Tews, that 
God would not defraud any Creature of it's Re- 
ward, which ſuppoſes the Happineſs of the 
Virtuous Heathen after Death ; and eſpecially 
if we add that it was alſo a ſaying of Anti- 
quity among them, that he Pious Gentiles 
were to have a Part in the Future World . 
Menaſſeh indeed goes ſo far as to ſuppoſe this 
Saying ſignifies that the Gentiles ſhould par- 
take of the Reſurrection: but as Jewiſh Anti- 
guity did not ſuppoſe that the Gentiles ſhould 
ſhare in the Reſurrection, making it en the 
contrary a Prerogative of the Jewiſh Nation, 
on the one Hand; and it appears, on the 
other, that ſome of the moſt learned of their 
Rabbies, Marmonzdes in particular, have be- 
lieved that their Elder Writers meant by that 
term, not unfrequently, the Werld of Happy 


Lib. ii. c. . + Ibid p. 183. | 
Spirits; 
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Spirits; it is much more natural to underſtand 
this Saying, the Pious Gentiles ſhall have a Part 
in the Future World, of their entering into a 
State of Happineſs at Death, than of their 
partaking of the Reſurrection. Maimonides 
muſt haye been as capable of determining this 
Point as any of the E Doctors, and 
Menaſſeb himſelf telleth us *, that he under- 
ſtood the Ancients as meaning by that Term 
the World of Spirits; and by his Words, 
which Menaſſeh has given us, it appears, that 
he intends the World of Happy Spirits, for 
they are theſe, No Body ſhall partake of the 
« FUTURE WoRLD, the Souls only of the 
i Pious when ſeperated from the Body ſhall 
te enter into it.“ In like Manner, in a Book 
of great Authority among them, intitled Zear, 
there is a Paſſage, according to M-n9ſſeh, 
which imports that thoſe that deſerved well 
of the Iſraelites in their Captivity would have 
great Felicity in the Future World +: not at 
the Reſurrection, for the Reaſon before aſſign- 
ed, I preſume, it's being a Jewiſh Prerogative; 
but in the World ot Happy Spirits. 


i. e. 1. + Ibid Lib. ii. c. 9 ad fin. 
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Me are not informed what the Ages were 
in which theſe old Jewiſh Writers lived, whoſe 
Maxims Menaſſeb has cited, and he might call 
thoſe Ancients who lived ſome Centuries 
after our Lord, however there is no Reaſon 
to think the Jewiſh Doctrine on this Point 
underwent any conſiderable Change; No! as 
I have ſhewn from the New - Teſtament itſelf, 
as well as from other Writers, what were the 
Sentiments of the Old Jews with reſpect to the 
Reſurrection's being appropriated to their Na- 
tion, and the Conſciouſneſs of the Soul in the 
ſeparate State, ſo I am apt to think the ſenſe 
of the Jewiſh People in the Time of the 
Apoſtles, with reſpect to the Point before us, 
the State of the Virtuous Heathens in the 
World of ſeparate Spirits, may be diſcovered 


there. 


The ſecond Chapter of the Romans, if 1 
am not miſtaken, when examined with Care, 
will do it. It is evident that the Apoſtle is 
there ſpeaking of wicked unbelieving Tewws, 
as in the firſt Chapter he is ſpeaking of /uch 
Gentiles. Now St. Paul ſuppoſes in this 
ſecond Chapter, that theſe Jews, who were 
OO to the Goſpel, believed a Future 


Judgment 
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1 


Judgment, (although they acted not con- 
formably to ſuch a Perſuaſion,) in which God 


would render to every man according to his 
Works, o the Tews, who by patient continuance 
in well doing ſought for Glory, Honour, and Im- 
mortality; Eternal Life : on the contrary, to 
them who were Contentious, and did not obey the 
Truth, but obeyed Unrighteouſneſs; Indignation 
and Wrath. Yea a Judgment ſo univerſal, 
that he would render Tribulation and Anguiſh 
upon EVERY SOUL oF MAN that did Evil, 7 
the Few firſt, and alſo of the Gentile : But 
Glory, and Honour and Peace, to EvERY MAN 
that worketh Good, to the Few fir ſt, and alſo to 
the Gentile. All this, he ſeems plainly to ſup- 
poſe, theſe unproſelyted Jews profeſſed to be- 
lieve, however uninfluenced their Lives were 
by ſuch Notions ; or at leaſt, that according 
to the Doctrines of the Jewiſh Teachers, this 
was what they were to be ſuppoſed to profeſs: 
according to whom, there is no Reſpect of 
Perſons with God, ſays the Apoſtle, for as 
many as have ſinned without the Law, fhall 
PERISH Without the Law, their Bodies being 
[it in the Grave, they ſhall have no Share in 
the Reſurrection ; while as many as have ſin- 


ned in the Law, that is under the Law of 


D 3 Moſes, 
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1-36 7 - 
Moſes, ſhall be raiſed to Judgment; and Dal 
be judged by the Law, in the Day when God 
ſhall judge the Secrets of Men, by JesUs CHRIST 
according to MY Geſpel, though not according 
to by Apprehenſions, this being a Point in 


which we differ, but as thou alloweſt the reſt 


that I have been mentioning, as Sing called a 
Few, ans reſting in the Law, and making thy 
Boaſt of God, confider the Conſequences 
—which the Apoſtle lays open with great 
Energy and Conviction in the ſubſequent 
Verſes. 


If this Explanation of - the Paragraph be 
allowed of, and I think it is a natural one, the 
unbelieving J7eus ſuppoſed the Virtuous Hea- 
then might have Glory, Honour, and Peace, in 
the World of Spirits; though they were not 


to ſhare in the ſuperadded F e of the 


Reſurrecti on. 


St. Paul muſt be underſtood to be arguing 
on Principles they themſelves allowed, or his 
Reaſoning would be vain, and he gives no 


Intimation in the World of his mentioning 


any Thing they diſallowed till he comes 
to the 16th Verſe, where he ſpeaks of a 
| Thing 


18 
Thing that was not admitted by them The 
Appointment of the Man Chriſt Jeſus to be 
Judge in that ſolemn Day, on which Occa- 
ſion he adds, according to my Goſpel, which 
clearly ſuppoſes that the reſt, that went be- 


fore, were according to the Jewiſb Doctrine, 


and Principles acknowledged by them. 


Which muſt be farther ſtrongly confirm- 
ed, to thoſe that ſuppoſe the Reſurrection is 
abſolutely Univerſal according to the Doctrine 
of the New-Teſtament, taking in the ancient 
Gentiles that never heard of Moſes, as well as 
thoſe that have received the Goſpel of Jeſus, 
as almoſt all Chriſtians do; for if that Sup- 


poſition be juſt, the 12th Verſe, which re- 


preſents the Gentiles that received not the 


Law of Moſes, as periſhing without Law, or 
not partaking of the Reſurrection, as the 


Word ſeems to fignify, being uſed in that 
Senſe in the 1 Cor. xv. 18. by the fame 
Writer, that Verſe gives us mere Jewiſb Senti- 
ments, and Notions which the Jeus received, 
but which the New-Teſtament has corrected, 
conſeqently the preceding Verſes muſt con- 
tain an Account of the Doctrines of the An- 
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i 46 3 
cient Jews too, though in many Points they 
may coincide with thoſe of Chriſt. 


In this View, what an Accuracy and Force 
is there in the Dz/tin&neſs with which the 
Apoſtle repreſents the Hope mentioned in the 
7th Verſe, from that ſpoken of in the 1oth ! 
In the 7th, he ſpeaks of Glory, Honour, and 
Immortality; in the other, of Glory, Honour, 
and Peace only; which, as Immortality was 
not allowed by the Fews to belong to the 
Genriles, according to 2 Tim. i. 10, that is, 
a Riling from the Grave in Incorruption and 
to Endleſs Life, repreſents the Jewiſh Doc- 
trine with the utmoſt Preciſion, if we ſuppoſe 
the 7th Verſe ſpeaks of the Hopes and Pur- 
ſuits of the Jews only, and the 1oth of the 
Conſequences of the Virtue of the Gentiles 
as well as of that of the Jews: and ſo the 


ioth Verſe is not a ſimple Repetition, as may 


have been imagined, but the adding ſome- 


thing new to what went before, 


And if this was the Jewiſh Belief in the 


| Apoſtolic Age, as well as ſome Time 'after- 


ward, which this ſecond Chapter of the Ro- 
mans ſeems to determine, when St. Peter uſed 
the Term $AveD, in his recital of this Story 


concerning 


1 


concerning Cornelius, he could not intend, or 
be underſtood by his Auditors to intend, the 


Happineſs of the Soul, but the being ſaved after 
the Manner of the fews—the being ſaved 
out of the Corruption and Horror of the Grave: 
and if fo, all the Difficulty ariſing from 
this damnatory Clauſe of the New-Teſta- 
ment is over; nor can any Objection drawn 
from hence have any Force, in Oppoſition 
to the many ſtrong Proofs of the Truth 
of Chriſtianity, unleſs it can be proved that 
this Paſſage cannot, with any Probability, be 
underſtood in this Senſe, which I am willing 
to hope no one will pretend to do after what 
has been ſaid upon the Point, 


To ſupport this Interpretation, it is by no 
Means neceſſary to ſuppoſe this Notion of the 
Reſurrection's not extending to the whole Hu- 
man Race, butit's being the Prerogativeof thoſe 
that are favoured with Revelation, is exactly 
conformable to what ſhall happen. The 
Doctrine of the abſolute Univerſality of the 
Reſurrection of the Dead - of the Reſurrection 
of thoſe that never heard of the Goſpel, equally 
with thoſe that have and have embraced it; 


of 


I 

of thoſe that never heard any Thing of Reve- 
lation in the Times preceding our Lord, as well 
as thoſe that have lived ſince; commonly ob- 
tains among Chilſtians: though whether it 
may not have been taken up a little too haſtily 
might poſſibly be queſtioned ; as well as whe- 
ther the contrary Suppoſition may not better 
illuſtrate ſome Paſſages of Scripture. But 
this is not a Point that affects the Explanation 
that has been given of the Caſe of Cornelius : 
for if this abſolute Univerſality of the Reſur- 
rection be indeed the Truth of God, it was not 
known to Cornelius; nor, ſo far as appears, to 
the Chriſtian Church, or St. Peter, at that 
Time, they retaining their Jewiſh Prejudices 
at leaſt till they were contradicted by the 
farther Teachings of the Spirit of Feſus, who 
was to lead the Diſciples into all Truth, but 
who did it however gradually, as appears from 
this very Hiſtory of Cornelius, and no ſuch 
Correction of the Jewiſh Notion previous to 
the Time this happened can be, I am per- 
ſuaded, produced, if it can be ſhewn there has 
been any ſuch Correction at all. 


The View then in which we are to look 
upon this Story of Cornelius ſeemeth to be 
| this. 


1809 


this. The Centurion was convinced of the 
Idolatrouſneſs of the Religion of the Romans, 
and became a Worſhipper of the One God. 
He was ſo ſtruck with the Jewiſh Religion 
alſo as very much to favour it; his Alms to 
the People—the People of 1/rae/, prove this. 
But he was not very willing abſolutely to 
conform himſelf to all the Rites of the Law 
of Me. Various Reaſons might concur 
to produce this Unwillingneſs. In Fact we 
know ſeveral were in theſe Circumſtances : 
the Centurion mentioned in the 7th of Luke 
was one. Cornelius however was not eafy in 
this Situation, He could nat but know what Pre- 
rogatives the Jews aſcribed to Circumciſion, 
they that our Lord deſcribes as compaſling 
Sea and Sand to make Proſelytes: it is no 
Wonder then that he could not look on his 
State without conſiderable Uneafineſs. The 
Notion of the Reſurrection was laughed at 
among the Greek Philoſophers when St. Paul 
preached at Athens indeed, but the Gentiles 
were, many of them, anxious about their 
dead Bodies, as well as their Souls, and ſtrove 
to preſerve them from Corruption as long as 
they could, which could not but endear to 
them the Thoughts of a Reſurrection, if they 


could 
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could any way get over that Prejudice of the 
Impoſſibility of ſuch a Thing, which the 
Apoſtle intimates, I ſhould think, when he 
ſays that the earneſt Expectation of the 
* Creature”, or rather of the Creation, the 
Gentile World, waiteth for the Manifeſtation 
c of the Sons of God”, the Adoption that is» 
or the Redemption of the Body from the Grave, 
Rom. viii. 19. compared with the 23d; and 
in thoſe ſtill ſtronger Terms of 22d Verſe, 
«© For we know that the whole Creation”, 
the Gentile World in general, “ groaneth, 
« and fravelleth together in Pain 'till now”, 
waiting for Redemption, Theſe Things 
ſeem to have made Cornelius uneaſy, and 
were, we may believe, one Point to which his 
Prayers very often referred, begging that God 
would teach him what to do. His Prayers 
were heard, and an Angel ſent to relieve him 
from this Perplexity, by telling him what he 
ought to do, and aſſuring him that by 
that Means he ſhould obtain a bleſſed Re- 
ſurrection from the Grave. This St. Peter, 
conformably to the Language of his Country- 
men in that Age, calls being ſaved. | 


But 


1 61 1 

But this is not all the Benefit that may be 
derived from this Obſervation, on the Mean- 
ing of the Word Saved in this Paſſage, it 
may ſerve to explain another Place of the 
Acts of the Apoſtles, in which that Word 
occurs, and the clear Light in which it ſets it 
ſerves to confirm the preceding Account. 
The Place I mean is from the 1. v. to the 
11. of the 15 Chapter, incluſively. Certain 
Men, which came down from Judæa, taught the 
Brethren, the converted Gentiles, that except 
they were circumciſed after the, Manner of 
Moſes they could not be SaveD; in that full 
and complete Manner, that is, that thoſe 
that were Circumciſed had Reaſon to expect, 
and particularly as to reſcuing their Bodies 
from the Grave. To prove the contrary to 
this, after there had been much diſputing upon 
this Point, St. Peter reminds them of God's 
baving given the Holy Ghoſt to the uncircum- 
ciſed converted Gentiles, putting no Difference 
betwixt the fews and them, and fo, according 
to St. Peter, teſtifying their Salvation, for 
that is the Conſequence St. Peter muſt be 
underſtood to deſign to draw, and which, in 
Fact, he was ſuppoſed by his Auditors to 
have drawn. This however was zo Proof at 
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all of their Salvation in our common Senſe of 
the Word, taking it to mean he future Hap- 
pineſs of the Soul, for our Lord affirms the 
contrary in the 7th of Matt (, v. 22, 23); 
but it was a Proof, a ſure Proof, of the Sal- 
vation of theſe Uncircumciſed Converts to 
the Goſpel, in the Senſe I am now ſuppoſing: 
for their viſible Admiſſion to one Privilege, 
which had been ſuppoſed to be a Prerogative 
of the Jewiſh Nation, was an indubitable 
Token of their future Participation of another, 
and in this View the Argument is concluſive, 
and only in this View. So St. Peter argued 
after this Manner when this Event firſt hap- 
pened, and the Argument was fo convincing, 
that it put to Silence thoſe that were not 
very willing to allow of it: for he ordered 
Cornelius and his Companions, without Cir- 
cumciſion, to be admitted by Baptiſm to the 
Hope of that future Mercy of a Reſurrection, 
which had been thought a Prerogative be- 
longing ſolely to the Circumciſed, God hay- 
ing, - without Circumcifion, inconteſtably 
communicated to them another Mercy which 
had been thought to be appropriated to the 
Circumciſed—the Prophetic Spirit, it appear= 
ing from what I before cited from Rabbi 

Bechat, 
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Bechai, that the one was as much eſteemed 
a Prerogative of that People as the other, 
for which Reaſon St. Peter thought the 
pouring out the Prophetic Spirit on them 
was ſo deciſive, then anſwered Peter, can 
« any Man forbid Water, that theſe ſhould 
* not be baptized, who have received the 
« Holy Ghoſt, as well as we,?” St. Peter 
then, in this Aſſembly at Jeruſalem, with 
inimitable Addreſs, takes Notice of the ugly 
Conſequences with reſpect to themſelves this 
rigorous requiring Circumciſion, and conſe- 
quently an univerſal Submiſſion to the other 
Rites of the Law of Moſes, would draw after 
it: for if the Bleſſedneſs of a Reſurrection 
abſolutely depended on an exact Obſervation 
of the Moſaic Law, they themſelves had 
Reaſon to tremble, for it was a Voke which 
neither they, nor heir Fathers, had been 
able to bear, that is, they had not, nor could 
well fullfill all it's Appointments, “ referring, 
as I ſuppoſe, to the not attending three 
Times in a Year at the Temple, and perhaps 


* St. Paul takes Notice of the ſame Circumſtance, Gal, 
vi. 13, 


ſome 


( 64 ] 
ſome other Things, * which Neglects, if 
Circumeiſion, and by Conſequence a mot 

ror) | | exact 


The not attending three Times a Year at the Temple, 
affected the far greateſt Part of the Jews, who lived at too 
great a Diſtance from Feru/alem to fullfill that Precept, though 
of great Conſequence according to their Religion. There 
were other Things, in which they were concerned who lived 
within the Precincts of the Holy City itſelf. Such were the 
ſubmitting to a King ſet up over them who was not of IJ 
raelitiſh Deſcent, as Herod, it is well known, was not, which 
the Law in Deut. xvii. 15. was ſuppoſed to forbid, fince the 
Conſciouſneſs of it the Talmud tells us, made Agrippa weep 
{Lightfoot V. 1. p. 980); the ſuffering ſome Ornaments in the 
Temple which many of them thought to be of an Idolatrous 
Nature, the Golden Eagle in particular, which two learned 
Rabbies excited their Diſciples to pull down, when they 
thought Herod was near Death, of which Jeſephus gives an 
Account, (Antiq. L. 17. c. 6,) which Demolition their Law 
ſeems to have required, Deut. xvi. 21, 22, and Exod, xxxiv. 
13; the laying afide the Ufe of the bitter Water in Caſes of 
Fealouſy, which we are told by Lightfoot (V. 2. p. 1111,) was 
laid aſide forty Years before the Deſtruction of Jeruſalem, and 
conſequently before the Time in which St. Perer ſpoke this, 
forbidden, I imagine, by the Romans to be uſed ; who pre- 
vented their exerciſing ſome other Ad of Fudicature they ſup- 
poſed their Law required, Acts xxiv. 6, 7, &c. They did not 
then obſerve their Law, with an entire Exactneſs, in thoſe later 
and nicer Times; and as to the Days of their Fathers, the 
Writings of the Prophets ſhew their Deviations were very 
great: we need offly read Nehem. viii. 17, to be convinced of 
it. Whether it was a Conſciouſneſs of this that produced 
the Effect Menaſſeb Ben-1/racl mentions, I know not, which 
Author tells us, it was the Doctrine of their ancient Writers, 
that thoſe that performed one Angle Precept of the Law, without 
| however 


. 
exact Obſervation of the Laws of Nl c, Was 
ſo eſſential, would cut hem off from the Hope 
of theſe ſuppoſed Lraclitiſh Prerogatives, as 
well as the Want of Circumciſion the con- 
verted Gentiles. But he obſerved, that as 
God had given Teſtimony to his gracious 
accepting of thoſe Gentile Converts, by pour- 
ing out the Holy Ghoſt upon them, ſo there 
was Reaſon to Hope he would not be ſevere 
in Marking in them who were of Jewiſh 
Parentage, and in their Anceſtors, this Want 
of an accurate conforming themſclves in all 
Points to the Law of M.ſes, which was but 
too viſible, We believe that through the 
% Grace of the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, we ſhall 
© be ſaved even as they”, of whoſe future 
Reſurrection God has given unexpected in- 
deed, but ſure, Tokens, in pouring out the 
Gifts of his Spirit upon them. This was 
pleading their Cauſe with a Wiſdom and a 
Force which became an Apoſtle of the Lord 
Jeſus, one that had received a Spirit and 


however rejecting the reſt, but on the Contrary approving 
them, deſerved the Name of [/-aelites, and ſhould pariake of 
a Reſurrection to Bleſſedneſs (, Lib. 2. cap. 8); but it cer- 
tainly proves that the Obedience of many of them was very 
imperfe&, according to the Obſervations of St. Peter and St. 
Paul, and that there was ſome Anxiouſneſs about it. 


E Wiſdom 
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Wiſdom which neither the Adverſaries of the 
Chriſtian Faith, Falſe Brethren, or Weak, 
Judaizing Believers, could gainſay or refiſt, 
but which has by no Means been happily 
repreſented by the Commentators I have 
examined. 


A recollecting theſe Sentiments of the. 
Jewiſh People is alſo, I ſhould Imagine, very 
neceſſary to a clear and ſatigfactory Explana- 
tion of the Words of our Lord to Martha, * 
J am the Reſurrection and the Life: he 
that believeth in me, though he were 
“ dead”, though, as being a Gentile, he had 
before no Hope of a Part in the Reſurrection, 
*« yet ſhall he live”, he ſhall ariſe from the 
Grave to immortal Life; © and whoſoever 
«« liveth”, he that as being a Jew hopes he 
ſhall be recovered again to Life after having 
been laid in the Duſt, ©* and believeth in 
e me, ſhall never die”, ſhall never looſe that 
Privilege which Apoſtates from the Law of 
Moſes ſhall, according to them that fit in his 
Chair ; and which according to that Doctrine 
they therefore muſt, who reject the Meſſiah, 
the Prophet whom Maſes required them to 


* John xi. 25, 26, 


hear, 


the 


hear, and who was to raiſe up the People 


„ 


and the Temple of 1/-ael to the greateſt Glo- 
ry, who therefore muſt be guilty of a moſt 
criminal Difobedience to the Law of Mofes. 
«« Believeſt thou this? ſaid Chriſt to Mar- 
tha, whoſe Ideas, it may be very eaſily ima- 
gined, were not perfectly free from Confu- 
fon, but perhaps as unembarraſſed as thoſe 
of many of the Commentators on St. John ; 
for, - underſtanding the Connexion that the 
Jews made, (and they i make it,) between 
the Reſurrection and the Meſſiah, ſhe fo far 
entered into the Purport ot theſe Words, as 
to acknowledge her Belief of his being that 
great Perſonage that was to come into the 
World, „ Yea, Lord, I believe that thou 
«© art the Chriſt, the Son of God, which 
© ſhould come into the World.“ But what- 
ever Obſcurity might as to her attend theſe 
Words of our Lord, this Account of the 
Jewiſh Doctrine of the Reſurrection diſſipates 
it, I hope, entirely as to us. 


Beſides theſe Remarks, which I have been 
making on divers Paſſages of Scripture, there. 
is an Obſervation that may be propoſed on 
theſe Matters, of a more general Kind, which 
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is, I think, too curious to be paſſed over in 
Silence, and that is the Difference that ap- 
pears between the Sadducees and the Diſciples 
of Jeſus, in the Way in which each reſpec- 
tively departed from the Scheme of Doctrine, 
received by the Body of the Jewiſh Nation 
with regard to theſe Points—The Sadducees 
wholly denied the Reſurrection, Acts xxiii. 
S; the Diſciples of Jeſus owned the Doc- 
trine, but denied it's being a Prerogative of 
the Jewiſh People. The Sadducees did not 
even allow of any State of Conſciouſneſs after 
Death, or at leaſt of any Apparitions of An- 
gels and Spirits, according to the fame Paſ- 
ſage of St. Luke's Account of the Acts of the 
Apoſtles; the Religion of Jeſus admitted the 
firſt, and did not contradict the Notion of 
the Appearance of Spirits, but diſcountenanced 
the bringing them in to Influence the Minds 
of Men in Religious Matters. Luke xvi. 30, 
31, is an inconteſtable Proof of it; which alſo 
proves that Things of this Kind were by no 
Means difagreeable to the Jewiſh Genius. 


This Contrariety 1s, ſurely ! remarkable. 
The general Account of the Sadducees, ac- 
cording to Jeſeplus, was, that they were 
Perſons of the greateſt Rank and Wealth a- 

mong 
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mong the Jews, but that their Number was 
but ſmall*. Doth not this lead us to ſuppoſe 


that they were Perſons of a refined Education, 


of large Acquaintance with the World, who 
converſed freely with the Learned of the Gen- 
tiles, as well as peruſed their Philoſophic 
Writings; and that they might very poſſibly 
be engaged, in Part at leaſt, in this Train of 
Thinking, by an Inclination to recommend 
themſelves as much as they could to the Gen- 
tiles, while the common People that had, com- 
paratively, little Intercourſe with the reſt of 
the World, were firmly attached to the Senti- 
ments of their Forefathers, with the Phari- 
ſees their Leaders? 


The Doctrine of the Joys and Sorrows of 
Departed Spirits in the Unſeen World, though 
believed by the common People among the 
Romans and Greeks, as well as among the Jews, 


was, as it is well known, extremely ridiculed 


among the Gentiles of Figure and Philoſophic 
Education; and as to a Keſurredion from the 
Grave it was what the Gentile Philoſophers 
made the moſt Exception againſt of any Thing, 
and derided it as one of the vaineſt Hopes 
Mortals could entertain. Biſhop I/arburton's 
Antiq. lib. 13. c. 10. $ 6, & lib. 18. c. 1. 54. 
E 3 Divine 
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Divine Legation of Moſes demonſtrated will fur- 
niſh Proofs in abundance as to the firſt of theſe 
Things; and the New Teſtament itſelf 
proves the other, in the Account which it 
gives us of the Manner in which St. Paul's 
mentioning the Reſurrection was received at 


Athens, Acts xvii. 32. 


The Jews of Rank, and leſs attached to 
their Religion than the Common People, did, 
we know, make uſe of ſome other Methods 
to recommend themſelves to. the Gentiles, 
which the Inferior People would never have 
done—they built Heathen Temples, they in- 
ſtituted Games according to the Uſages of 
other Nations, &c, there is Reaſon therefore 
to imagine, that ſomething of the ſame Temper 
did in Fact produce the Doctrine of the Sad- 
ducees as to theſe Points, or however recom- 
mend it to fo many of the People of Rank 
and Fortune of that Country, in the Time of 
Jeſecphus and the Apoſtles, as to form a con- 
ſiderable Sect. Jeius and his Apoſtles, on the 
other Hand, by teaching with ſo much Stea- 
dineſs and Clearneſs the Reſurrection, and the 
Doctrine of the Conſciouſneſs of ſeparate Spi- 
rits, demonſtrate that a catching at the Ap- 
plauſe of the learned Gentiles, or a Philoſophic 

Indiſpoſition 
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Indiſpoſition to admit of any Difficulties, did 


not influence them in their Teachings. 
| \ 


Were they then of a more Vulgar Turn, 
and impreſſed by Popular Prejudices? Not in 
the leaſt. They roſe equally above the Pre- 
judices of the Refined and of the Vulgar. They 
admitted the Doctrine of the Reſurrection, 
they made it a main Article of the Religion 
they taught, but, in direct Oppoſition to the 
Genius of the Common Peeple of that Coun- 
try, they affirmed it was no Prerogative of the 
Jewiſh People. The Vulgar are very apt to 
believe Stories of Apparitions, and a common 
Intercourſe betwixt departed Souls and the 
Living; degenerated Chriſtians have abounded 
in Accounts of this Nature; and I have be- 
fore ſhown that Things of this Kind were very 
agreeable to the Jewiſb Genius; but we have 
few or no Accounts of Things of this Sort in 
the New-Teſtament, it's Accounts are as dif- 
ferent from the Legends of after-times as can 
well be imagined, nay our Lord has direct] 
diſcouraged the making ſuch an Uſe of the 
Doctrine of the Exiſtence and Conſciouſneſs 
of departed Spirits. 


They departed then from the YVulgar Opi- 
nions of the Jews, and were greatly ſuperior 
E 4 to 
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to National Prejudices and Popular Superſti- 
lions. They were equally above the Exceſſes 
of Refinement and Camplaiſance, and the In- 
tractability of the ancient Philoſophic Tem- 
per, and therefore could not but be diſtin- 
guiſhed from the Sadducees, though they de- 
parted too from the common Doctrine of the 
Jewiſh People. What muſt we think of nean 
and unleticred Men, that roſe above the Weak- 
neſſes of the Politè and [iterate both; above 
the Mearne/s of national Attachments and the 
Imperfeckions of a contrary Kind? If it is not 
an abſolute Proof, it muſt at leaſt be admitted 
to be a Preſumption in their Favour, and di/- 
Pe . us to believe Fl:fh and Blood did not reveal 
theſe Things io them, but God*, the Father of 
ALL, and — of LIE; and if it ſhould be 
ſo, they malt have been Bleſſed in receiving 
theſe Inſtructions, and they alſo muſt be 
Bleſſed that receive theſe: Revelations from 
them with due Submiſſion. 


Matt. xvi. 17. 
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A 
POSTSCRIPT. 


INCE theſe Papers were ſent to the 

Preſs, for a ſecond Edition, I have ob- 
ſerved that another Writer, who is extremely 
celebrated in the World, has alſo given us an 
Account of the obtaining of the Doctrine of 
the RESURRECTION among the AÆgyp- 
tians, as well as the Abbot Maſcrier. I mean 
Monf. Voltaire: for he, I think, is generally 
underſtood to be the Author of a French 
Book, entitled the Phzlo/ophy of Hiftory, de- 
dicated to Catharine II. Empreſs of Ruſſia, 
printed in 1765*, and aſcribed in the Title- 
page to the late Abbot Hagin. 


It may be agreeable not to let this paſs 
without ſome Animadverſion, as I have been 
writing on this Subject ; and as ſuch an Ani- 
madverſion would be too long for a Note, I 
would throw my Remarks upon it into a 


Poſtſcript. 
"IM My Copy at leaſt bears that Date. 


The 
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The pretended Abbot's Account of this 
Matter, in the twenty-firſt Chapter of that 
Performance, which relates to the Egyptian 
Monuments, is this: It is known that the 
« Pyramids were Tombs, it is known that the 
« Chochamatim or Shoen of Egypt, that is 
« the Prieſts, had perſuaded the Nation that 
«© the Soul' would re-enter into it's Body at 
* the End of a thouſand Years. They pre- 
« ſcribed the keeping the Body the whole 
« thouſand Years from all Corruption: it was 
*« for this Reaſon they embalmed it with 
C ſo ſcrupulous a Care; and for the Preven- 
e tion of Accidents, incloſed it in a maſſive 
* Building of Stone, without any Outlet. 
« Kings, Nobles, prepared Tombs for them- 
«© ſelves of ſuch a Conſtruction as ſeemed 
*<© beſt for Security from the Injuries of Time. 
% Theſe Bodies of theirs have been preſerved 
beyond all ExpeQtation. We have at this 
« Time Xgyptian Mummies above four 


N 


«© thoufand Years old. Dead Bodies have 


«« laſted as long as Pyramids. 


This Opinion of a Reſurrection after ten 
op Centuries paſſed to the Greeks' from the 


* /Egyptians, and to the Romans from the 
Te * Greeks, 
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1 
& Greehs, It is to be found in the 6th Aneid, 
« which is nothing elſe but a Deſcription of 
e the Myſteries of V and the Eleufinian 


46 Ceres. 


Has omnes ubi mille rotam volvere per annos 
 Letheum ad fluviumDeus advocat agmine magno; 
Scilicet ut memores ſupera et convexa reviſant. 


elt afterwards introduced itſelf among 
& Chriſtians, who ſet up the Notion of a 
* thouſand Years reign on Earth; the Sect 
* of the Millenarians gave it a Revival that 
& has laſted to our times. Thus it is that 
* many — have made the Tour of 


« the World.” 


Withaut repeating the Remarks I have al- 
ready made on the Abbot Maſcrier, in the 
thirty-firſt, and following Pages, which are 
equally applicable, moſt of them at leaſt, - tg 
this Paſſage of Voltaire, I cannot help ob- 
ſerving, that it appears very odd, that Na- 
tions that agreed fo entirely in their Expec- 
tations concerning the Dead, as this Author 
ſuppoſes the Ægyptians and the Romans did, 
ſhould ſo widely differ in their manner of 
diſpoſing of them, which certainly were as 

oppoſite 


EE 

oppoſite to each other as pothble. With 
great Trouble, and at great Expence, the 
Ægyptians took every Precaution to preſerve 
the Bodies of their Dead as entire as they 
could, their care was ſo great, as not only to 
preſerve them the intended thouſand Years, 
but much longer; the Romans on the con- 
trary reduced the Corpſe to athes preſently 
after Death, deſtroying it as perfectly as human 
Power could well effect. Did the ÆEgyptians 
embalm from the Hope of the Revival of the 
Bodies ſo preſerved; and did the Romans 
with the fame Expectation deſtroy? Thoſe 
Romans that frequently reduced the Bodies 
of the Martyrs of Jeſus into Aſhes, and ſcat- 
tered them about, in order to defeat the 
Chriſtian Hope of a Reſurrection? * This 
muſt be allowed to be very extraordinary. 


The Hope of the Revivification of the 
Bodies of the Dead agrees much better with 


o 
Nec ut creditis, ullum damnum Sepulturæ timemus, ſed 
veterem, & meliorem conſuetudinem humandi frequentamus. 


Min. Felix. Ed. Var. 1672. p. 327, 328. 


Kea Tau! imgarlor, that is the throwing the Aſhes of the Mar- 
tyrs into the River Rhone, ws don R nιοον Toy Wtov, x. 


pe ie THY TAY, &c. Euſeb. Eccles. Hiſt, Lib. 
5. Cap. r. 


the 
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the Zgyptian Management than the Roman, 
but even as to the Egyptians. themſelves, 
Voltaire's own Account does not make the 
aſcribing to them ſuch an Expectation very 
natural. The incloſing the Dead in cnor- 
mous Buildings of maſſive Stones, from which 
as Voltaire himſelf remarks, there were 10 
Outlets, does not ſeem to agree well with the 
Expectation of a Revival of thoſe Bodies from 
Time to Time, juſt as the thouſand Years 
after the depoſiting each Mummy expired. 
They would: have found themſelves in a 
very dreary uncomfortable Confinement, from 
whence they could by no Means have releaſ- 
ed themſelves upon their awaking. Does 
ſuch a Management agree with the Expecta- 
tion Voltaire aſcribes to the Mgyptians? I 
am confident this lively Writer would much 
rather chooſe to be incloſed himſelf in a 
Tomb, more nearly reſembling one that I 
have ſeen erected in one of the Churches in 
London, in conſequence of the Orders of a 
whimſical Perion buried there, which had a 
Door into the Church, and the Key to it 
placed near the Corpſe, rather than in the 
middle of an ÆAgyptian Pyramid of ſolid Stone, 
above 500 Feet high, upon a Baſe of near 700 


Feet 
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Feet ſquare,* without any outlet, if he expec- 
ted a Revival of his Corpſe after a thouſand 
Vears, in the natural Courſe of Things, and 
unattended with Exertions of a divine Power 
to open the Repoſitories of Death. 


The jingle Authority that Voltaire has pro- 
duced, in Proof of his Aſſertions, concerning 
the Belief of a R.ſurrection of the Dead among 
the ancient Agyprians, Greeks, and Romans, 
is a Paſſage from Virgil, a Roman Poet. That 
Part of the Eneid, he indeed tells us, is a 
Deſcription of the Myſteries of Js, who is 
well known to have been an Ægyptian God- 
deſs; and of the Eleuſinian Ceres, one of the 
Grecian Deities. If this be juſt, it deſcribes 
moſt certainly the Notions that obtained 
among the Ægyptians, and among many of 
the Greeks and of the Romans. But un- 


* Sce Thevenot, Book IT. Part I. Chap. 5. Whether theſe 
Meaſures are perfectly exact or not, is ef no Conſequence : 
they are at leaſt near the Truth. | 


+ In Contradiction to the Account the Ancients in general 
haye given of their Belief of a Tran/migraticn. A curious 
Reader may find many of them collected by Ouzelius in a 
Note on the Octavius of Minucius Felix, p. 324. Some Dif- 
ferences there were among them according to this Note, but 
it appears by it only to be in this, that the Druids ſuppoſed 
the Soul tranſmigrated into none but human Bodies; but the 
Egyptians, with Pythagoras and Plato, ſuppoſed it might in- 
habit brutal Bodies as well as human. 


luckily 


. 

luckily this ſame ſixth Æneid, which is cited 
to prove the Belief of a Reſurrection among 
theſe. Nations, demonſtrates that it was a 
Tranſmigration that they believed—an enter- 
ing of the Soul. into a new Body, to which it 
had no preceding Relation, not the Revival 
of that in which it formerly dwelt, 


— i ys ALTE RA fa 
Cor para debentur, Lethai ad fluminis undam 
Securos latices et longa oblivia potant. * 


A confounding a Tranſmizration of the 
Soul into a new Body, with the Jewiſh and 
Chriſtian Doctrine of a Reſurre#ion of the 
Body it formerly inhabited, would appear 
very ſtrange in an accurate Writer, but every 
Body knows, that has read the Books of Vol- 
taire with any care, that Accuracy and Truth 
are not the Embelliſhments with: which he 
adorns hisWritings, they are Livelneſs and In- 
genuity. Monf. Voltaire has demonſtrated 


En. 6. v. 713, 714, 715. This is evidently a Tran/mi- 
gration, not a Reſurrection, and in conſequence, according to 
Voltaire himſelf in this Paragraph, a Tran/migration was the 
Doctrine the Iſiac and Eleuſinian Myſteries taught. The con- 
founding theſe two Things together by Voltaire, ſeems to be 
willful, and with Deſign; it was, I apprehend, mere Inatten- 
tion in the Editor of Maillet, and in M. A. V. N, taken No- 
tice of in ſome of the preceding Pages, 


with 
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with the utmoſt Clearneſs, and to the! moſt 
entire Conviction, that Infincerity and Falſe- 
neſs are not appropriate Qualities of the old 
Monkiſh Writers, who lived in the Times of 
pious Fraud and devout Lying, this Preacher 
of Infidelity is certainly able to write Legends 
with any of them all. How thoughtleſt muſt 
thoſe of the riſing Generation be, that take 
him for their Guide in matters of Religion, 
or ſuffer their Minds to be influenced by. his 
Miſrepreſentations! He certainly is extremely 
able to make them laugh in Hours of unthink- 
ing Gatety ; but Miſrepreſentation and Falſe- 
hood cannot afford Conſolation to the Mind 
in Moments /o ſerious as thoſe of Aſfliction 
and Death, \ 


Other Obſervations of ſome Curioſity might 
be made on this Paragraph, but as they do not 
immediately affect the Point I have been con- 
fidering i in theſe Papers, a ſhall take no No- 
tice of them here. 


THE EN D. 


ERRATA. 
Page 8, 1. 1 3, put @ comma after others. 


P. 40, laſt line, iir doutleſ, d doubtleſs, 
P. 48, I. 12, fer Idolatary, read Idolatry. 


